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1. On or about and between the lst day of April 
1974 and the 3lst day of August 1974, both dates being approxi- 
mate «nd inclusive, within the Eastern District of New York 
and elsewhere, the defendants RONALD ROBINSON and JAMES 
BLACK, JR. did combine, conspire, confederate and agree to- 
g.ther and with others known and unknown to the Grand Jury tc 
steal from the mails numerous United States Treasury Checks, 
and to forge the endorsements of the payees on the said stolen 
checks and to utter and publish as true the said forged checks 
for the purpose of obtaining and receiving sums of money from 
the United States, in violation of Sections 495 and 1/08 of 
Title 18, United States Code. 

2. It was part of the conspiracy that the defendants 
RONALD ROBINSON and JAMES BLACK, JR. would open and cause to 


be opened bank accounts for the purpose of negotiating stolen 


United States Treasury and New York City Department of Social 
Services Checks. 

Se It was further a part of the conspiracy that the 
Gefendants RONALD ROBINSON and JAMES BLACK, JR. woulda purchase 
stolen United States ‘'reasury checks [rem others at a substantial ‘ 


discount from their face value. 


° 


4. It was further a part of the conspiracy that the 
defendants RONALD ROBINSON and JAMES BLACK, JR. would deposit 
and cause to be deposited in the aforementioned bank accounts 
stolen United States Treasury checks in the aggregate sum of 
approximately Seven Thousand Dollars ($7,000.00). 

5. It was further a part of the conspiracy that the 


defendants RONALD ROBINSON and JAMES BLACK, JR. would make and 


cause to be made withdrawals from the aforementioned bank accgunas 


representing the proceeds of the said stolen checks. 
In furtherance of the aforesaid conspiracy and to 
effect the objects thereof the defendants RONALD ROBINSON and 


JAMES BLACK, JR., within the Eastern District of New York, did 


- 


o 


commit, among others, the following: 


OVERT ACTS 

1. On or about April 19, 1974, the defendants opened 
an account in the name of New York Blvd. Deli at Marine 
Midland Bank, 89-60 163rd Street, Jamaica, New York. 

2. On or about May 29, 1974, the defendants o,ened 
an account in the name of New York Blvd. Deli at National 
Bank of North America, 205-02 Linden Boulevard, St. Albans, 
New York. 

. On or cbout July 8, 1974, the defendants opened 

an account in the name of Suiphin Blvd. Deli at Marine 
Midland Bank, 119-20 Sutphin Boulevard, Jamaica w York. 


(Title 18, United States Code, §371). 
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On or about the lst day of Angust, 1974, within the 
Eastern District of New York, the defendants RONALD ROBINSON 
and JAMES BLACK, JR., with intent to defraul the Unite? States, 
aid utter and publish as true United States Treasury Check 
No. 53,126,008 dated July 26, 1974, in the sum of Two Thousand 
Nine Hundred Ninety Five Dollars (82,995.00), payable to Thony 
Terranova, upon which the name of the pavee had been forged, 
knowing the payee's name to be forged. (Title 18, United 


Se 
States Code, §495 and §2). 


COUNT THREE 
On or about the lst day of August, 1974, within the 
Eastern Distric of New York, the defendants RONALD ROBIMSON 


and JAMES BLACK, JR., did unlawfully have in their possession 
S ——— 
ee 
oN 


a United States Treasury Cneck in the sum of Two Thousand 
Nine Hundred Ninety Five Dollars ($2,995.00), made payable 
to Thony Terrano ‘a which was the contents of a letter stolen 
from the United States Mail, the defendants knowing the same 
to have been stolen. (Title 18, United States Code, §1708 


and §2). 


COUNT FOUR 

On or about the lst day of May, 1974, within the 
Eastern District of New York, the defendants RONALD ROBINSON 
and JAMES BLACK, JR., with intent to defraud the United States, 
did utter and publish as true United States Treasury Check 
No. 43,862,546 dated May 24, 1974, in the sum of One Thousand 
Two Hundred Twenty Seven Dollars and Twenty-two Cents 
($1,227.22), payable to Mario and Ramona Colon, upen which 


the name of the payee had been forged, knowing the payee's , 


name to be forged. (Title 18, United States Code, §495 and 


$2). 


COUNT FIVE 

On or about the lst day of May, 1974, within the 
Eastern District of New York, the defendants RONALD ROBINSON 
and JAMES BLACK, JR., did unlawfully have in theix possession 
a United States Treasury Check in the sum of One Thousand 
Two Hundred Twenty Seven Dollars and Twenty-two Cents ($1,227.22), 
made payable to Mario and Ramone Colon which was the contents 
of a letter stoien from the United States Mail, the defendants 
knowing the sae to have been stolen. (Title 18, United 


States Code, §1708 and §2). ~ 


COUNT SIX 

On or about the lst day of June, 1974, within the 
Eastern District of New York, the defendants RONALD ROBINSON 
and JAMES BLACK, JR., with intent to defraud the United States, 
aid vwtter and publish as true United States Treasury Check 
No. 61,873,346 dated June 1, 1974, in the sum of Two Hundred Ly 
Six Dollars and Eighty-five Cents ($206.85), payable to Lillene 
Claxton, upon which the name of the payee had been forged, _ 
knowing the payee's name to be forged. (Title 18, United 


States Code, §495 and §2). 


COUNT SEVEN 
On or about the list day of June, 1974, within the 
Eastern District of New York, the defendants RONALD ROBINSON 
and JAMES BLACK, JR., did unlawfully have in their possession 
a United States Treasury Check in the sum of Two Hundred 
Six Dollars and Eighty-five Cents ($206.85), made payable to 
Lillene Claxton which was the contents of a letter stolen 


from the United States Mail, the defendants knowing the same 


to have been stolen. (Yitle 18, United States Code §1708 


and §2). A 
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COUNT EIGHT 
On or about the lst day of July, 1974, within the 
Eastern District of New York, the defendants RONALD ROBINSON 
a and JAMES BLACK, JR., with intent to defraud the United States, 


utter and publish as true United States Treasury Check 
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No. 62,749,577 dated July 1, 1974, in the sum of Two Hundred 
Six Dollars and Eighty-five Cents ($206.85), payable to 
a Clinton Maxwell, upon which the name of the payee had been 
% forged, knowing the 1: ."s name to be forged. (Title 18, 


United States Code, §4°%.> and §2). ~ 


COUNT NINE 
On or about the lst day of July, 1974, within the 

Eastern District of New York, the defendants RONALD ROBINSON 
and JAMES BLACK, JR., did unlawfully have in their possession 
a United States Treasury Check in the sum of Two Hundred Six 
Dollars and Eighty-five Cents ($206.85), made payable to 
Clinton Maxwell which was the contents of a letter stolen 
from the United States Mail, the defendants knowing the same 
to have been stolen. (Title 18, United States Code, §1708 


and §2). 


COUNT TEN 

On or about the lst day of June, 1974, within the 
Eastern District of New York, the defendants RONALD ROBINSON 
and JAMES BLACK, JR., with intent to defraud the United States, 
did utter and publish as true United States Treasury Check 
No. 61,884,644 dated June 1, 1974, in the sum of Two Hundred 
Fifty Six Dollars and Forty Cents ($255.40), payable to 
Philip Stallworth, upon which the name of the payce had been 
forged, knowing the payee's name to be forged. (Title 18, 


United States Code, §495 and §2). 


COUNT ELEVEN 

On or about the lst day of June, 1974, within the 
Eastern District of New York, the defendants RONALD ROBINSON 
and JAMES BLACK, JR., did unlawfully have in their possession 
a United States Treasury Check in the sum of Two Hundred 
Fifty Six Dollars and Forty Cents ($256.40), made payable to 
Philip Stallworth which was th contents of a letter stolen 
from the United €tates Mail, the defendants knowing the same 
to have been stolen. Title 18, United States Code, §1708 


and §2). ~ 


COUNT TWELVE 

On or about the lst day of June, 1974, within the 
Eastern District of New York, the defendants RONALD ROBINSON 
and ‘AMES BLACK, JR., with intent tos defraud the United States, 
did utter and publish as true United States Treasury Check 
No. 67,499,617 dated June 3, 1974, in the sum of Two Hundred 
Nine Dollars and Fifty Cents ($209.50), payable to Theresa 
Venditti, upon which the name of the payee had been forged, 
knowing the payee's name to be forged. (Title 18, United 


States Code, §495 and §2). 


COUNT THIRTEEN 

On or about the list day of June, 1974, within the 
Fastern District of New York, the defendants RONALD ROBINSON 
and JAMES BLACK, JR., did unlawfully have in their possession 
a United States Treasury Check in the sum of Two Hundred 
Nine Dollars and Fifty Cents ($209.5C), made payable to 
Theresa Venditti which was the contents of a letter stolen 
from the United States Mail, the defendants knowing tr- same 


to have been stolen. (Title 18, United States Code, §1708 


and §2). 


COUNT FOURTEEN 


On or about the Ist day of May, 1974, within the 
Eastern District of New York, the defendants RONALD ROBINSON 
and JAMES BIACK. JR., with intent to defraud the United States, 
3 aid utter and publish as true United States Treasury Check 
No. 61,268,535 dated May 1, 1974, in the sum of Two Hundred 
Forty Four Dollars ($244.0), payable to Dorothy Berry, 


upon which the name of the uyee had been forged, knowing 


the payee's name to be forged (Title 18, United States. Code, 


COUNT FIFTEEN 


On or about the lst day of May, 1974, within the “ 


Eastern District of New York, the defendants RONALD ROBINSON 

and JAMES BLACK, JR., did unlawfully have in their ~wossession 

a United States Treasury Check in the sum of Two Hundred 

Forty Four Dollars ($244.00), made payable to Dorothy Berry 

which was the contents of a letter stolen from the United ; 


Staces Mail, the defendants knowing the same to have bcen 


stolen. (Title 18, United States Code, §1708 and §2). ® 


= COUNT SIXTEEN 

] On or about tue lst day of June, 1974, within the 
Eastern District of New York, the defendants RONALD ROBINSON 
and JAMES BLACK, JR., with intent to defraud the United States, 
aia utter and publish as true United States Treasury Check 
No. 24,280,103 dated June 1, 1974, in the sum of One Hundred 
Ninety Eight Dollars ($198.00), payable to Frieda R. Stringham, 
upor. which the name of the payec had been forged, knowing the 
payee's name to be forged. (vitle 18, United States Code, 


6495 and §2). 


COUNT SEVENTEE! 
On or about the lst day of Jun t, wv. thin the 


Eastern District of New York, the defendants RONALD ROBINSON 


and JAMES BLACK, JR., did unlawfully have in their possession 


a United States Treasury Check in the sum of One Hundred 


Ninety Eight Dollars ($198.06), payable to Frieda R. Stringham 


was the contents of a letter stolen from the United 
Mail, the defendants knowing the same to have been 


stolen. (Title 18, United States Code, §1708 and §2). 


A TRUE BILD 
of 


aa 


“OREMAN 


/ 

’ f 
‘ vo ‘GA Dp 
pete Of IORI De 


DAVID G. TRAGER? © 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW 


PAGINATION AS IN ORIGINAL CUPY 


Ne 


ler atte 


1rt1leé 


asente 
oz the 


4 
” 
v 


Vou! 


Te 


re 


& 


Charge 


seeing that justice may be achieved in 
Now every criminal prosecution 
very important the Government of 


States and every criminal 


equal justice at your hanus. 
experience, justice is best dispensed 
patient, careful and deliberate manner. 


+ 


Now I sincerely request that you keep this attitude 
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